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THE NATIONALISM OF A CHINESE CHRISTIAN 



BY A CHINESE STUDENT IN AMERICA i 



My dear M : I have duly received your favor of 

January 26, for which please accept my thanks. Having pleas- 
antly read it over, I decide to answer a few lines in spite of the 
fact that I am overworked with scholastic burdens. 

I am really sorry to know that you have been ill, and your 
sickness has been severe as you told me in the letter. It is also 
to my great dissatisfaction that I have not been able to know the 
fact until I read your letter. I do hereby express and extend my 
sympathy with you in the situation. And I also hope that you 
will be able to restore your entire health and be strong, indeed, 
stronger than ever before, so that you may do your great and 
noble work, full of His spirit and efficient in His service. 

To , who has been your coworker and lately, as you 

have told me, your copatient, I also wish that you would kindly 
give my sympathy and good will. 

It is, indeed, to my satisfaction to know that "some things in 
the letter have made you glad to know." But to expect that I 
should be able to please you in every way and please everybody, 
of course you know, is a matter of impossibility. The real 
question is whether it pleases my God as I know Him, and 
secondly, whether it pleases my real self as it is. Of course, 
whenever I can please anybody without compromising the above, 

1 This letter was not written for publication. It is the frank confession of a 
student to a former teacher in the missionary school in China in which he 
became a Christian. He has been in this country four years. A year ago he 
received the Bachelor's degree from a denominational college in the Middle 
West. He is now a candidate for the Master's degree in another institution. 
He will return to his home, and hopes to find a place in which he may be 
useful to "new China." He asked several of his instructors to criticize the 
letter, and at their request consented to its publication without the use of his 
name. We print it simply as a truthful reflection of the effect which conflicting 
influences that are parts of the present situation in China have had upon the 
mind of a single student. — Ed. 
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it is also my pleasure to do so. I suppose you will agree with 
me on this point. We also agree in the belief that in every- 
thing we must rely upon our God or the Providence. But as 
soon as we come to the methods, practical emphasis of facts and 
concentration of energy, there is a divergence of opinion and 
belief. My purpose and ambition, if these are correct words, is 
to be a humble servant of my God, my fellow men, and my 
fellow countrymen by identifying myself with the cause of edu- 
cation which has been the method of Confuscianism. My inter- 
ests are many-sided, religious as well as others. Besides, my 
religious view does not need to be the same as that of others as 
long as difference of opinion in certain respects, and to a cer- 
tain extent, is inevitable. 

With reference to the service of God as our object, there is 
no difference of opinion between us at all. Our disagreement 
lies in "methods" as you have called it. Kant says, "Our object 
is the same, but our methods and results are widely different." 

I have three things in mind, and they are all contained in 
three words, viz., Divinity, Humanity, and Nationality. Briefly 
stated, my opinion is as follows : 

The first in the order of importance is Divinity; the second 
is Humanity; and the third is Nationality. Without the basis of 
nation, mankind cannot be served Without Nationality and 
Humanity as a sort of background, God cannot be served. 

I remember at the commencement meeting at Hangchow Col- 
lege several years ago a certain pastor thought that he had cor- 
rected and improved my idea when he said, "the Kingdom of 
God, not the country of China. Love the God and serve Him 
only." I still think now, as I thought then, that he has entirely 
misunderstood the situation, i. e., my viewpoint, the occasion, 
and China's position at that time. The subject of my speech was 
a patriotic one, "China Today." How do you think of it? 

China's present situation is full of dangers, spiritual as well 
as physical. The greatest physical danger in my sight is the 
threatening condition of China's existence from the dangers of 
two kinds, (a) from without, through the invasion of the for- 
eign forces and aggression of foreign interests by way of "Might 
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is Right;" (b) from within, in the form of superstition and cor- 
ruption, ignorance and weakness, poverty and selfishness, and 
the misconception of our old tradition — "Right is Might." An 
effort on the part of the Chinese people to remedy the situation 
or to prevent the dangers is absolutely demanded by China, and 
such demand is the most peremptory, forcible, and immediate. 

Under the present circumstances, in my opinion, the supreme 
duty of every true child of old China, male or female, old or 
young, Christian or non-Christian, if you please, is (i) to pre- 
serve her national existence, (2) to resist the unreasonable 
demands of the foreigners, and to resist it with a sufficient force 
if necessary, and I am sorry to say, force is a necessity and is 
the only salvation of China from the hell of the western mili- 
tarism, (3) to improve the conditions of (a) individual living 
and (b) social welfare. 

It is the duty of those who have received the light freely and 
early, let us say, to shine freely and brightly. It is incumbent 
upon them to act unselfishly and enlightenedly. Christians as 
Chinese citizens are under the absolute obligation to study and 
think diligently, soberly, and carefully in order to receive more 
and better light themselves, and then to awaken, enlighten, 
agitate, direct, lead, and keep the nation on the way of pros- 
perity and progress. Everybody cannot do everything, but 
everybody must do something. 

Preaching is a good thing, I admit. But to expect and insist 
on every Christian to be a preacher or to say that under any 
circumstances, preaching is always the best thing, is a simple 
foolishness. No disaster that may confront soldiers can be 
greater than that at the beginning of or during a battle, the 
soldiers of one army should be made to cast away their arms of 
protection, and kneel down and pray to our God while the enemy 
keeps on firing their machine guns and pouring down balls and 
bullets upon them. Will it not be a very great mistake for a 
preacher to continue his sermon and urge his congregation to 
remain in their seats when the church is on fire? 

I am not sure whether I have made my thought clear to you 
or not. At present I am not interested in the rightness or 
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wrongness of my opinion expressed in this letter. The question 
whether I am wrong or right here, or whether you are right or 
wrong, does not concern me at all. I leave it entirely to the 
omniscient. Perhaps time may give us light. But I do want to 
urge you to understand what my thought is. 

I have studied the problem for some time ; I have read what 
some of the best authorities have written on the subject; I have 
learned from some of the greatest living persons ; my prayer has 
also been persistent; though my observation has not been so 
full, so wide, and so various as to yield a great satisfaction, yet 
I think it is no presumption and no exaggeration for me to say 
that I have almost availed of all opportunities of observation 
within the possible command of a person situated as I am. May 
I add that I have found that my humble opinion is on agreeable 
terms with that of persons who are the most conversant and 
best qualified to deal with the subject in China, England, United 
States, and other countries? 

So great my admiration and worship of the western civiliza- 
tion has been and still is ; so deeply I have been intoxicated with 
Christianity while in Christian schools at home and abroad, and 
still am; so predominantly I have been influenced and attracted 
by the good Christians and missionaries, and still am, and their 
influence upon me is after all not bad, but beneficent and enno- 
bling, I think. Yet, miserable me! in spite of all, I cannot help 
feeling an irresistible reaction in my spirit and soul. I have 
something against the Christians as such and their conceptions 
of Christianity. 

Christians and missionaries in China and America are liable 
to make errors here. They may think, as I know they often do, 
that the Chinese students should not be allowed to come to 
America, because they will see things and change their minds. 
This is a mistake. It is a bad thing to make a mistake. It will 
be worse to keep the mistake when one can have the opportunity 
to correct it. A Christian, like other good people, cannot 
afford it. 

At first I thought that the enlightened West knows China 
with her people and civilization, and knows us better than the 
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so-called ignorant and uncivilized China knows the great modern 
and proud world. But really, is there any difference between 
the Chinese as knowers of others and others as knowers of the 
Chinese? I can tell you truly and respectfully that there is too 
much ignorance even in the circle of university men here. You 
can tell the rest yourself. 

Another interesting thing. The magazines and newspapers 
published in the English language are fully stuffed with facts 
and fictions. Sense is mixed up with nonsense, understandings 
with misunderstandings, knowledge with ignorance, educated 
learning with childish absurdities. In a word, what the West 
is pleased to apply to the Chinese is equally true, if not more 
true, of themselves. To tell the truth, I am at a loss to find out 
which monster of ignorance and misunderstanding and preju- 
dice, all devilish and hellish, is greater and more fierce. 

It may be surprising to you when I say that at the present 
moment I hold the notion that in spiritual civilization, China is 
still the superior, at least, she need not feel ashamed of it. I, 
however, do not doubt for a moment that in material progress 
the West is far ahead. 

I think the missionaries, in spite of their good will, noble 
devotion, and unselfish work, have done more harm to China 
than good; they have done more harm than any other people 
from the West, politicians and traders; and the greatest of all 
these harms is that China has been made unknown, and much 
worse, misunderstood. Consciously and unconsciously, pur- 
posefully and indifferently, directly and indirectly (such as 
through statesmen, travelers, etc.), missionaries make misrepre- 
sentations and thereby cause the western people to form mis- 
understandings. It may be that I can as well say that the 
missionaries have played upon the people, and made fools of 
them. Am I saying too much? Of course, I am addressing 
now the intelligent people. 

The missionaries, generally speaking, are confined within 
the low parts of China's civilization. They come into contact 
with the worst element of China's citizenship and morality. 
It has been, furthermore, their interest and habit to see the 
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dark and gloomy side of China. The truth is that the mis- 
sionary attitude in China has been largely egotistic fault- 
finding, almost never wholesome criticism. When they write 
home, they usually draw pictures of the worst things that 
they have seen, and often give bad interpretations of good 
things. When they come home, they tell the people of abnor- 
mal and unusual cases that they know of. Of course, the pur- 
pose of the missionaries is to appeal to the missionary sym- 
pathy of their own countrymen. They want to arouse and 
revive their missionary spirit and work up and stir up mis- 
sionary enthusiasm. I do henceforth ask for a fair and square 
answer to my honest and sincere question, "Who is responsible 
for the misconception of things Chinese in this large western 
part of the world?" 

No doubt, it will be interesting to everybody, as it ought to 
be so, to reconsider some concrete facts. The Chinese are 
accused of being liars and bribers while the Americans are 
defended as being truth-tellers and not grafters. "On Sundays," 
there is a bold and imposing generalization that "all business in 
America is closed." America is told that a China woman beats 
the feet of her little young daughter into' pulp and then sells 
her. The missionaries in China say that America is not right 
in excluding the Chinese while their own brothers, brethren, 
and too many of their countrymen conscientiously believe in and 
maintain therewith the exclusion of "John Chinaman." A cer- 
tain educational missionary who has been long in China, as I 
learned, wanted to separate the Chinese students from the 
Americans on account of his knowledge or misknowledge of the 
Chinese, that the heathen China is low in morality and cheap in 
character. Very unfortunately China has bad things. But 
quite uniquely, the missionaries tell them to America either at 
random or at wholesale, accompanied with imaginations and 
exaggerations naturally. Enough of this. Before we proceed, 
perhaps it may be worth while to have you missionaries and us 
missionaried come together and talk it over. Remember the 
fact that, from the Chinese standpoint the students here have 
many things to tell their fellow-countrymen when they return 
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home and, if they will, to the great discredit and shame of 
Christian America. 

I may be mistaken myself, or I may mislead the opinion of 
others, or some people may misunderstand me themselves. 
There is no perfect thing and no perfect man in the world, 
because perfection does not exist here. Therefore, the mis- 
sionaries may be, as I hope them to be, better in reality than in 
my thought and expression. They are sure enough good men. 
The only trouble is, in my opinion, that they are not only not 
so good as they ought to be, but also not so good as many people 
are inclined to think them to be. What I am certain is that from 
the standpoint of nationalism and patriotism, they give us little 
or no satisfaction, or substantial aid. 

The above was written to you with all sincerity and earnest- 
ness. I am not to be understood that I, in thus speaking, become 
thereby an atheist and infidel, I suppose. I respect the mission- 
aries; I value their work; I esteem their devotion; I admire their 
courage; I worship their unselfishness. What I dislike most is 
their "one-sidedness," or Christianism, let me say, please; what 
I love most is their "Christian love" and sincerity. 

You see, I desire "Tolerance." I believe in "Personal 
Responsibility." I dislike and disapprove "Insistency." I do 
greatly appreciate your praying in behalf of me and also that 

of my friend, . I, however, on my part, have also been 

praying constantly for you and my friend. I do> not object to 
real "Christianizing," but I am greatly against false "American- 
izing." I think China can get along very well without particu- 
lar creeds, doctrines, and opinions. She may get along better 
without them. Moreover, personal opinions of the missionaries 
ought not to be taken as authorities without giving good and 
sure reasons. 

I like to add that as far as personal characters, morality, 
and relations are concerned, I am sorry to say that in my own 
experience, I have been unable to find much difference between 
Christians and non-Christians in this country. The fact is that 
non-Christians treat me as well as the Christians, if not better. 

Patriotism is now my decided journey of life. For China, 
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our dear great and old country, I am very willing, if it is neces- 
sary, even to sacrifice my insignificant self and give it in 
exchange for the sacred habitation of our dear ancestors and 
the happy land of our beloved successors. For the salvation of 
China I am even willing to damn my soul, if necessary. 

By the way, let me call your attention to the spirit of sacri- 
fice in Moses, Paul, and David or Samuel. Each of these men 
wished to sacrifice his soul in order to save his people, if it had 
been necessary. In the career of my own choice, I have been 
long desiring and yearning for the same spirit and its realization 
thereof. Tell me wherein I am wrong. 

I believe, and very firmly, that it is our duty to preserve 
China for the coming Chinese who will be great men, to develop 
and prepare China for her part in the future work of world's 
co-operation and progress in which she is destined to participate 
and play a very important role. Do you missionaries kindly 
say no more, for the sake of all concerned, that "China would 
be better governed by the foreigners ;" and also no more, under 
the present circumstances, at least, "Don't talk Patriotism," 
"Too much of Patriotism," "No use for Patriotism." I have 
learned that Patriotism and Modern Nations are inseparable 
things, rather, the two make one thing. The American mis- 
sionaries in particular ought to' know the spirit of Patriotism 
and her part in influencing the conduct of national life in the 
United States of America. Otherwise, they must be either fools 
or liars. 

On the highway of Patriotism, with the banner writ large 
and clear, "China for the Chinese," my resolution is inflexible, 
my steps are firm, my attitude is uncompromising, my will is 
very strong. I feel, however weak it may be in other things, 
and any sacrifice on my part, if I should be allowed to enjoy this 
privilege, will be very willingly and freely given. 

In short, my position forcibly expressed, amounts to this — 
Rather China without Christianity than Christianity without 
China. If Christianity cannot get along with the existence of 
China, or without disturbing or curbing her national life, we, 
at least most of us Christians, will have none of it. Upon this, 
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we are determined. Yes, if you please, you can call this to be a 
worldly idea of a worldly man. Indeed, in that sense, we do 
care for China and the world only ; we do not want Christianity 
at all. 

Personally, I believe, and really, that I myself can know and 
decide better than any human being can do for me as to what 
and how I shall live my life. I think I can do much better, 
perhaps a hundred times better, if you will, than if I chose to be 
a preacher, in accordance with the persuasion of you mission- 
aries. I refer to the religious interest alone, other things being 
put aside, in order to gratify your missionary appetite. 

I wish I could tell you something of my feeling when I 
think of the past, the present and the future of the black and 
red races and that of all existing but conquered and subject 
nations. The cruel fate of most of them is told. I am wonder- 
ing if these things have ever touched and troubled the minds 
of most of you missionaries. It does not seem to me that you 
have been troubled by them. If not! why not? 

True to the dictates of my conscience, I wish to tell you that 
religion, or even let us say, Christianity, pure and simple, can 
never be sufficient, in my opinion, to help and save China, unless 
you enlarge the sphere of your so-called religious interest. My 
whole self is almost broken down for your blameworthiness 
when I think of your responsibility to God, to the world, and to 
China, and the way you let your religious zeal express itself 
under the present circumstances. 

I shall be very glad to listen again to what you have to say 
with reference to what and how I shall do. Now you can 
readily see that this is quite a big concession to you on my part. 
You know, it has been my habit, and I will always try to do so, 
to give careful consideration to different opinions of reliable 
persons, but unconditionally reserve to myself the right and 
responsibility of choice and decision. 

Preaching is all right. To love God and serve Him is all 
right. The trouble is that most of you people, as it seems to 
me, think that one is right only when he is a preacher, doing 
and knowing little or nothing else. I assert that such is the 
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substance of your thought and conduct. That is a mistake. I 
think it will be the greatest misfortune, yes, indeed, too great 
for the Chinese to suffer, however forbearing always they are, 
if China should do as you wish it. To make a long story short, 
the present situation is, in my opinion, worse than when "the 
blind lead the blind," because now the blind persuade and urge 
the less blind to follow and be led. Your one-sidedness, reduced 
to simplicity, is worse than the monastic one-sidedness. Oh! 
China and Christianity! Where are you? What are you doing? 

I am very much afraid that your counsel and persuasion, 
which you and others give to me and to other Chinese, is fatal 
in every respect. I say fatal. Thus speaking, I hope, I have 
not done injustice to those missionaries who have given us 
sympathy and due credit or consideration to our objects and 
actions. 

The real trouble is that most of you, I do not say all of you, 
say that the Chinese ought to love our country (you never say, 
to serve it), but when we begin to try to realize our patriotic 
consciousness and express it in our speeches and actions, at 
once you want to stop and turn us back absolutely to indiffer- 
ence. You wish us as Christian citizens "to do nothing" and 
"to be nothing," so to speak. I think this alone is a sufficient 
reason for the enemies of Christianity to attack the mission- 
aries and Christians at large and regard them as unpatriotic and 
traitors to China. 

Perhaps the missionary situation is too peculiar and too 
deep for me. It may be more good than bad. But it is certainly 
bad to the patriotic cause. I have long found out that most of 
us enlightened Chinese Christians know that fact. The enlight- 
ened missionaries know it too. And all missionaries ought to 
be enlightened, anyway. 

Let me also tell you something of my religious attitude. I 
like to say that I hold a liberal view. To the weak-minded 
orthodoxy, I may look like a heretic. But do whatever you 
please, still I don't care. Haven't I said already that I prefer 
China as such to Christianity as such ? I refuse to be told other- 
wise by any human being, however clever he may be. I may be 
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right and I may be wrong. But that's nothing to me. I mean 
to say that we do not have time for argument. You understand 
what I am saying. I am also conscious that against the narrow- 
minded Confucianists I have likewise committed a heresy. But 
why should one be afraid of them? Stick to the truth and be 
a patriot. That's my motto. That's my ambition. That's my 
object. That's all. 

According to my humble opinion one is religion and the 
other is ethics, and the two can and will co-operate with each 
other. Confucianism is ethical, because it leaves out the rela- 
tion of man to God and the future life, which are, in my view, 
essential elements of all religions. I believe, and very resolutely, 
that there is no conflict at all between the true Christianity and 
the true Confucianism. Fight against Confucianism? You 
can, if you will. But I will not. 

At the bottom of my heart, I am of all anxiety and hope 
that we, the assumed Christian patriots, should have the sym- 
pathy, co-operation, and close and constant companionship of 
our Christian countrymen and missionary friends. Every kind 
of departure must be unpleasant, especially a departure of this 
kind. At least, it is so with me. 

To you, my dear , this lengthy letter, and the unre- 
strained liberty of expression, I have now written; and this I 
have done simply because you have taken an interest in me, the 
unworthy, and also because of your real and deep interest in my 
friend, Foh Tsu. If this letter is too long, I must beg your 
pardon. If too short, you have to excuse me. For errors, 
defects, and obscurities in expression and thought, I leave them 
to your correction and supplement. I have tried with my 
utmost to be clear and distinct. Should my expression have 
been too strong, you can soften it yourself. That is to say, 
you just read it softly. 

Should you missionaries and Americanized Christians, for- 
tunately few, be more cautious, considerate and sympathetic, we 
would rejoice and bless you greatly. Then most Chinese will 
help you, too. Or I seem to see as if there were clouds, darkness 
and dangers coming to cover and overwhelm them. Certainly, 
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one-sided and bigoted Christianity is doomed. Modern China 
will not tolerate it. 

I suppose you appreciate the pains I have taken in writing 
this letter, because I hold myself responsible, to a certain 
extent, to your correct understanding of me and my ideas, but, 
of course, not to your criticism and judgment. I am also with 
the hope that in the future this letter will save us much writing 
and talking on this subject. You know I have made up my 
mind already. 

I am very anxious to see that you are not greatly displeased 
with the letter, at least not angry. If you are, just remember 
how you missionaries have dealt with the Chinese people. How 
often the Chinese had good reasons to get angry with you, yet 
how often they were not. I have written to you mainly for the 
sake of the Chinese. Your and my personal affairs are relatively 
not important. Many thanks for your introduction to the emi- 
nent professor, Dr. Henderson, of the Department of Sociology, 
in the University of Chicago. I have had a very pleasant and 
profitable conversation with him. As I understand it, the pro- 
fessor's opinion is generally in agreement with mine. He told 
me that he would write to you soon. I asked him to advise and 
suggest that you missionaries should be tolerant of honest 
differences of opinion unless you are very sure that God told 
you that you were right and others were wrong. 

I will come home presently, sometime the next summer. I 
do not have any definite idea yet. Dr. Burton will lead an expe- 
dition into China and study the educational needs of our country 
at the beginning of next year. 

With my kindest regards, good will, and Christian love, to 
you. and all, I remain, 

Very truly yours, 



